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DECISION ON PETITION TO 
WITHDRAW THE HOLDING 
OF ABANDONMENT 



Thisisadecisiononthe-REQUESTFORMTHDRAWALOFHOLDING 
ABANDONMENT UNDERMPEP 711.03" filed October 20, 2003. It is being treated as a 
petition to withdrawthe holding of abandonmentunder 37 C.F.R. § 1.181. There is no fee for 

this petition. 

The petition is GRANTED 

A Notice of Abandonment was mailed on August 7, 2003 holding the apphcation to be 
abandoned for failure to file a proper response to the Office action mailed on January 28, 2003 
(Office action was actually mailed on January 23, 2003). 

Petitioner asserts that a response to the Office action was tunely filed on May 27, 2003 To 
support this assertion, petitioner has submitted a copy of the response and a copy of a stamped 
return postcard. The postcard identifies receipt on May 27, 2003 of a amendment transmittal 
letter; an amendment in three pages; and Information Disclosure Statement (IDS); Two 
References- and a PTO-1449 form . The origmal three page response (no actual amendment) and 
amendmeni transmittal letter have just been matched with the file. Thus, it is apparent that there 
was no abandonment in fact. 

The Notice of Abandonment mailed on August 7, 2003 is hereby VACATED and the holding of 
abandonment is withdrawn. 

The amendment transmittal letter included a request (i.e., petition) for an extension of time. 
Although the specific number of months was not identified on the transmittal letter, the 
authorization to charge the given Deposit Account the amount of $1 10.00, the Certifica^ of 
MaUing dated May 23, 2003 on the response and the specific mention of a one month extension 
of time withm the response, clearly indicated that a one month extension of time was bemg 
requested. 

A review of the file record, indicates a number of errors. As noted above, the original three page 
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